began working with other practitioners on development of a bank of assessment measures for a U.K. student population. The anthology is clearly intended for a U.K. audience, as evidenced in contextspecific terminology and in the institutional constraints and opportunities described. However, in the spirit of its own transnational discourse, international readers may find both inspiration and practical resources in its pages.
The case-study format for many of these reports ensures that readers are able to get a clear sense of the specific initiatives studied and conceptualize how certain elements might be adapted to new contexts. Librarians interested in 21st-century teaching practices and their application within library instruction will glean a great deal from Chris Wakeman's discussion of active learning pedagogies, a topic that arises elsewhere in the collection as well. Several of the authors discuss IL assessment efforts, providing detailed information for anyone considering such issues in their own institutions. Two great examples are Keith Puttick's article about embedding IL requirements within a law school curriculum, and Katharine Reddy's and Kirsty Baker's framework for IL integration from first year through graduation, which features detailed rubrics. With a growing emphasis on assessment and accountability in many academic libraries, the glimpse of assessment-inaction provided by these authors can be quite valuable. The use of figures, tables, and appendices in many of the articles helps concretize the studies further, and a general index assists with way finding. Stylistically, the articles run the gamut from Gareth Johnson's very practical, nuts-and-bolts treatment of video and film production for IL instruction to Andrew Whitworth's fairly esoteric discussion of IL and "noöpolitics," a perspective produced, according to Whitworth, when "a resource-based analysis of politics, or 'geopolitics, ' [extends] into the sphere of information."
A U.K. audience will find relevance here that eludes the rest of us, but there is value for everyone. Outlining specific challenges faced by teaching librarians during a time of radical change in U.K. higher education policy, Pope and Walton call for a shift toward new modes of teaching and learning as a means to reinvigorate the role of library instruction in the 21st century and enhance its valuation. It is an evolution that aligns IL with some of the new priorities emerging from the broader realm of higher education worldwide and a call to action that deserves attention. The connection between Pope's and Walton's impassioned plea and the twelve essays that follow is not always clear, but both are valid. Some of the articles in Information Literacy will likely prove merely tangential to the endeavors of any individual librarian working on an IL initiative, but as a body of knowledge they contribute much. this year, the venerable American Antiquarian Society (AAS) is of the latter ilk. Created by printer/publisher/collector Isaiah Thomas in 1812, the AAS has remained pretty much what it was founded: a collection-and an extraordinary one at that-and a society, at first of amateurs of all things "American," and later of professional scholars and researchers. The template is European, but the product is authentically American, which in 1812 was also something very new. Indeed, that is what it set out to do: to identify, capture, record, and preserve those things that were truly and uniquely American. To celebrate its past and document its own history, the AAS turned to Philip Gura, a distinguished historian at the University of North Carolina. And Gura, in turn, has given us a very full and detailed look at the AAS from Thomas to its current leader, Ellen Dunlap.
The AAS, indeed, has much to celebrate. I once reviewed a Mellon-funded study of several IRLA libraries in the mid-'90s and recall being impressed with the praise the study gave to the leadership of the AAS for its prudent, steady management. (Others in that volume did not fare so well.) Since its beginnings, the AAS has been a leader not only in building formidable holdings documenting the fullness of the American experience but also in disseminating the information contained in those holdings through bibliographies, journals, monographs, and most recently histories of the book in America. To have sustained these engagements at a high level for two centuries is rather remarkable-especially when you consider the odds against their success: geography (AAS is not in a major urban center like the other IRLA institutions) and branding (just imagine: an American institution proudly blandishing "Antiquarian" in its banner in 2012 and getting away with it!).
The Mellon study was not misguided in its praise, and Gura's patient scholarship gives us the important back-channel version: the indomitable curiosity and acquisitiveness of a stream of scholarlibrarians on the one hand, and the active involvement of the AAS Council to ensure the administrative and financial well-being of the organization on the other. Neither side of the partnership let the other go to sleep or become complacent, though the temptations were ever present. Gura's story illustrates how, together, staff and board worked to continuously shape and reshape the organization without ever losing sight of the founder's intentions and the core mission of the society. The AAS survived and thrives because it has stayed focused without becoming ossified. It will navigate the digital age as it has all of the preceding "ages."
A word of caution: Gura has given us a very big book with a very full story. It may be more detailed than many will want or need, especially for the later 20th century and the beginnings of the present one. I am not sure that we need to know the names and contributions of all the staff who have worked there for the last fifty years or so, though I suspect that Gura was only trying to do his due diligence for the occasion and the sponsors. However, readers can pick and choose their dwelling spots. I recommend the earlier parts of the story that describe the origins and early history of the AAS. There we meet the irrepressible Thomas, his successors from Christopher Columbus Baldwin to Clarence Brigham, and the remarkable Salisbury clan, whose wealth, commitment, and foresight did much to ensure the survival of the young institution. These are not an especially colorful lot, but then again we probably would not want them to have been. Baldwin's attitude toward his post may seem extreme, but, in his dedication and devotion to the job, he is typical of the group: the "Antiquarian should not pester himself with a wife: he should do nothing that may diminish his affections with venerable books. You know that we cannot serve two masters, much less two mistresses; and my mistress is my profession, for which I have the most solid affection. I trust we shall never be divorced." It was Baldwin who was fond of exhorting visitors and friends: "If you find any old books, bring them to me!" Over the course of its 200 years, much of the internal debate at the AAS has centered on two themes: that of the proper focus for the collections, and creating a more democratic demographic base for the society (what we would probably label "outreach"). While the AAS does not lack for high spots, treasures, and icons, its real strengths have been more ordinary and documentary: newspapers, pamphlets/ephemera, and graphic materials-and these by purpose. As more specialized institutions began to appear and develop during the 19th century, the AAS was able to prune and weed its collections of many of the artifacts and anthropological material that it had accumulated in its earlier years. "How can we best contribute, uniquely, to the project of creating a solid foundation for the writing of the history of the new nation?" the AAS repeatedly asked itself. No one better answered that question than its third Librarian, Samuel Foster Haven, who presided over the society for much of the 19th century. As Gura puts it: "'Collect the acts and doings of all minor institutions,' Haven urged in 1855, 'whether civil, religious, literary, or political, and even the ever-varying popular movements that ruffle the surface of social affairs. Then 'our successors may not only be able to write the history, but have a perfect panorama, of the age in which we live.' Nor did Haven restrict his desiderata to books. 'A ballad,' he wrote, 'a political squib, a hand-bill, a schoolbook, a merchant's ledger, a dilapidated newspaper, or pamphlet' might be 'matters of infinite significancy,' for from such fragments 'the framework of society may often be reconstructed.'" Amen.
Equally challenging was the issue of the society's constituency and the problem of creating and sustaining a "national" institution with a broad base of support in Worcester, Massachusetts. Earlier generations of leaders had sought to address this challenge through publications and printed communications. The cataloging of the collections and the dissemination of the catalog in print and eventually online echoed the professionalization of librarianship in the later 19th and 20th centuries. The reproduction by film of large chunks of its collection was, perhaps, the special contribution of the AAS to scholarship in the mid-20th century. But it was not until the last quarter of the 20th century that the society was able to develop and fund an ambitious fellows program that helped make it a truly national center for research and learning on American history. I hasten to note that, while the AAS has remade itself as a "national center," it has not done so at the expense of its core identity. While it could have changed its name to "Center for …", as so many other places have, it has chosen not to. We have too many "centers," frankly. So, the AAS is still the American Antiquarian Society, going strong after 200 years. We should all rejoice. Trends and Personalities The resulting work is broad in its coverage of various classification systems, schemes, and areas of classification. Topics run the gamut from well-known classification systems such as the Dewey Decimal Classification to more obscure systems that consider for classification such areas as figures of speech, ethnic data, and icons. It covers issues and disciplines that may not be readily apparent to the casual reader, as well as historical treatises of some subject areas.
The work, however, fails to highlight or to clearly delineate current trends, development, and modern day influences that are impacting classification in the 21st century. A review of the references found that approximately a third of the sources listed were published in the years 1999-2002, which is an issue because the sources within these publication dates are likely be referencing trends taking place in the 20th century, not the 21st. In general, when citing sources with more recent publication dates, little of Kumbhar's text indicates that the authors were writing of trends or developments that are specific to the 21st century.
To illustrate the weight given to earlier publications, consider the coverage of Dewey Decimal Classification. A review of the sources cited in the section found that, of the 50+ sources listed, close to half fall into the 1999-2002 publication date range. In comparison, only six sources were published in the last three years of Kumbhar's date range for his literature review. In this limited selection of recent sources, the reader is forced to dig for trends specific to the 21st, most of
